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SCADE COUNTY %Q: l\/

Z0 OARD OF ADJUSTMENT 9 .

& :
Meeting Minutes — g
@ Thursday, March 22, 2018
\ 9:00 AM \
@ Room #105, Courthouse Annex @

Cascade County Commissioners Chambers®

N 3
@o@mbers: Bill Austin, Charles Kuether, Leonard Ree%Rinski

Notice: inutes are paraphrased and reflect the proceedings of th %ard of Adjustment,
T mirutes are considered a draft until the Zoning Board of Ad ent approves them,

STAF@ENDEES: Alex Dachs, Sandor Hopkins, Anna Weber, Fo Terrones, and Nadine

(’Q

BLIC ATTENDEES: Jana Parsons, Jonathan Schmitt

Q 1. CALL TO ORDER: Chairman Bill Austin called th@'leeting to order at 9:00am.

~N

. ROLL CALL
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Bill Austin@arles Kuether, Leonard Reed, Rob Skawinski
BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: none

f-3

. NEW BUSINESS: @
A. Public Hearing: Steven ell Bailey- SUP
Anna Weber preseﬁ%e Staff Report. Summation is as follows: Cascade Co%l’j}ning
Board of Adjustm A) is in receipt of a Special Use Permit (SUP) application m
applicant an %ven and Lanell Bailey to allow a 2" dwelling on t 391

Flood Rd., G , MT. The applicant is requesting that a Special Us@ be granted

as requife tion 17.3, 7.1.2.3(1), and 7.1.1.3(1) of the Casca 0
S
se Permit is defined in Section 10 of the Cascade C@gggning Regulations. An

A
S@quired for conformance to additional standards and
i spective zoning districts, in addition to other applicablé uirements, which are said

oning

e deemed necessary in

possess characteristics of such unique to each case: may be issued only upon
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meeting all requirements in thes ations for a specific use per Section 10, and within

the respective zoning districts : d in Section 7 or Section 8.1.5 hereof. :

The Zoning Board of Ad BOA} approval of the Special Use Permit (SUP} s b
valid for only one parti se and shall expire one year after the date of approval, i

construction or th%has not started. The Zoning Administrator may grant a

ane-time

only six {6) month extensjon of the Zoning Board of Adjustment approval. TheSUR shall
expire if the use for six (6) months for any reason. Any further exten '%'n uests

e ZBOA prior to the date of expiration.

must be gran

< <
The propecty.isin a Flood Road Overlay (FOD) Zoning District, an osed 2"
wed in the Flood Road Overlay District pursuant ioh'17.3 of the
Casca ounty Zoning Regulations (CCZR). The section reads, “ urban Residential 2

ction 7.1.2.3 of the Cascade County Zoning Regula ({;? e section reads,
“ ermitted Upon Issuance of a Special Use Permit] {1): \..us set forth under RR-5

ict regulations may be used in SR-1 and SR-2 Distric refore 7.1.1.3(1) reads “A

ond dwelling, including ... 2 single family homes” 2 ;
QQ Steven and Lanell Bailey are the legal owners o@ p rty. The property is notin
on

violation of any Cascade County Zoning Regulations or any other County Ordinance, and

county taxes are current.

Legal Notice of the application and the@lic hearing was published in the Great Falls
Tribune on March 11 & 18, 2018. As ofiwriting this staff report, planning staff have
received zero phone calls or written nts/concerns.

An SUP may be revoked by the Ca County ZBOA at any time a building(s) or use(s) is

other violation under Sections18 of these regulations. Appeals of the ZBOA decisionshal

deemed to be in violation of t@n ds and zoning requirements under which the @
special use permit was@ olation of a special use permit will be handled a

follow the process outlin ascade County Zoning Regulations, Section 12.

Applicant has utiii icing the current residence on the property. Acces@

dwelling unit willtp ugh applicant’s current driveway on the parcel.
& &

Staff provid %ﬁe following analysis, findings and conclusion for e@e required
ia-ar sions provided under the controlling sections of Conditions

; %‘nented, will

mitigaté patential conflicts in order to reach these conclusions.\The posed development

wi aterially endanger the public health or safety.
c’'conditions in the vicinity, including the effect of ad @raffic on streets and

i @t intersections, and sight lines at street intersecti rb approaches. Provision of

S
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services and utilities including se at;a, electrical, garbage collections, and fire @ 5 )

protection. Soil erosion and sedi tion, as well as the protection of public, communit
or private water supplies, inc pessible adverse effects on surface waters or
groundwater.

Applicant states there e a minimal change to the current traffic conditions.. Wi
the existing home %fz utilities are already available. We have a few co the

adjacent parcel sowestarted garbage collection last year. The majority of the cres
will remain u{yﬁ @z so soil erosion, sedimentation and stormwatergm uldn’t
change. We hrough the Cascade Health Department to verify sewer.jsdway from
the water s@ d that use comply with all policies and procedure

<

&
icant’s two son’s live in the existing home on th % and the family
number of cattle that they go and tend to on are is. Staff feels that

Ibbe minimal to no changes to the traffic conditions, Sta els that there will be

t on the utilities at, or around the proposed parcel. feels that this use will

e-thinimal to non-existent effects on soil erosion and sedimentation. No surrounding

@r supplies will be affected. Staff feels that this ve a minimal disturbance to
e surrounding neighbors in relationship to traffic ¢ .

The proposed development is a public necessi % wil+1ot substantially impact the value

of adjoining property. The relationship of the proposed use and the character of the
development to surrounding uses and development. Whether the proposed development

is s0 necessary to the public health, saf and general welfare of the community or county Q
as whole, to justify it regardless of its i@act on the value of adjoining property. Q
Applicant states that all surroundin rties are residential in nature, the addition of

another home will have little or n act to any adjoining properties. Applicant states

that an addition of a home to th el will not have any impact on the adjoining

properties. @ @

Staff feels that a second (dwelling will not negatively impact the surrounding propertie
due to those being mos dential and agricultural uses. Staff feels the propos

will have no affect‘with the surrounding uses considering the surrounding u
{Residential/Ag) a ame as the proposed SUP use,
be . ien it & @
ment will be in harmony with the area in which it is . The

The proposed 0% ﬁ%
relationship@ roposed use and the character of development to ounding uses and
&

developii

tes the addition of our home will improve the ch t our parcel and
e value of the surrounding development.

els the residence will be in harmony with existin@ ces considering there are

@r homes in the area of the proposed site.
s@ S
O O
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The proposed development will b@
objectives for the various planning 3

classifications and activity cer@a

Goal 1: Sustain and stréngthien the economic well-being of Cascade County’s citizéens.
A. Stimulate the retenti expansion of existing businesses, new businesses, valte=
added busine wholesale and retail businesses, and industries including iculture,

mining, manufa ing/processing and forest products.

B. Stabilize 5nd' y the county’s tax base by encouraging the sustai@:b v of its
natural re% %ﬂ

tii usiness,

C. Identify/gnd pursue primary business development that complements
w. j atible with communities, and utilizes available assets; and pursue

istent with the Cascade County Growth Policy
s, its definitions of the various land use

pnomic base.

D.—Prompte the development of cultural resources and touris den Cascade County’s
ter and stimulate well-planned entrepreneurship a ’& .

Promote a strong focal business environment. Enceurage and strengthen business

support mechanisms such as chambers of commer evelopment organizations and

business roundtable organizations.

Q G. Improve local trade capture for Cascade C b esses. Promote local shopping as
well as well-planned businesses and new businesses.

H. Network with and support other economic development efforts in the region and
statewide, in recognition of Cascade@unty’s interdependence with other communities
and to leverage available local rest@res.

I.  Encourage the growth of the agricuitural economy.

Applicant states that the ad if.our home may not directly affect or stimulate th
retention of business but the addition of our family does add value to the county, Steve

is a doctor employed gt Beriefis and Lanell enjoys shopping and dining within Gr
Falls. By allowing us t our beautiful home on the property we will be addi

additional taxab%th and improve the value of this subdivision. x
Staff feels the P@nt of a second home will not negatively impact@us ourism,
agriculture, a% boring economic development. %

Goal '@% nd maintain Cascade County’s rural character and thé nity’s historic
nsh

eir economic

bution and the intrinsic natural beauty of grazing aregs farmfands and forests.

Berve Cascade County’s scenic beauty and conserve its

ith their abundant wildlife and good fisheries.

SE 4
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e existing use, .
oal 3: Maintain Agricultural economy

7 7

C. Preserve Cascade County’s op ce g}tting by encouraging new development to locate @ ; )

near existing towns and rura ents and by discouraging poorly designed, land

o

natural resources including but not limited to timber, i
oil and gas producti renewable energy production.
F. Continue tow ith federal and state agencies to redevelop properties wi Cascade

County which are ntly undergoing Superfund and Brownfields process.
j O iti i O
Applicant st hat the addition of our home would meet these objeclfthf3 gcause we

are wanti ild on a parcel that currently has an existing home@ 1940). Our

home Wi autiful and rustic so it will foster the beauty an ut of place”
wh é& ed to the other homes nearby. 2 %

ionship with the

subdivisions and commer cq\j v ment. Q
. Assure clean air, cle ater, w'healthful environment and good community appearanc
E. Support the develo@ ni

A. Protect the most productive soil types. Q

B. Continue to protect soils against erosion.

C. Protect the floodplain from non-agricultural development.

D. Support the development of value-added agricuftural industry in Cascade County utilizing

the products from the regional areaQ.Q QQ
Applicant states that the location of home will not directly affect the agriculture but
we own an adjacent property that e floodplain which has a hayfield that has gone
dormant. We will actively wor in back to full production and maintain the
weed control that has not been ged well in years. O

applicants plan to us nd south of the proposed parcel as a hayfield. Accordin
to the National Coope oil Survey, ninety percent of the parcel has soil tha
classified as ”Fa%of Statewide Importance.” However, the parcel has er been

used as farm la e. With this in mind, Staff agrees that it would mee oal
of protecting,p ve soil, erosion, the floodplain from non-agricul&yr and

value-added ural industry in Cascade County. %

t@e presence of the US Military in Cascade County. @
%taining the
O ty

Staff feels that the ht{@? not have any impact on the existing soils. The
hei

Goal
A.

<
the federal congressional delegation to actively su e;&

P Base for fixed wing

r
(3 ission status at @ minimum.,

B.Prg e the location of additional military missions in Casc
- urage the reactivation of the runway at Malmstrom Aj

eperations.
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development.

D. Refer to the Joint Land Use Stre fving conflicts and promaoting mission compatible @ ; )

this addition would not affect their runway.

Applicant states that @s about 15 miles from Malmstrom Air Force Ba@@>>

Staff states that lacement of the home will be out of the Height Milit verlay
District and at least miles away from the nearest launch facility.

Goal 5: Pres?% enhance the rural, friendly and independent lifestyle
unty’s citizens.

ade County’s citizens independent lifestyle and mi,
int %n, to the extent possible, consistent with the requir,

omote fire prevention measures throughout the county, giving special emphasis to the
extreme fire hazards present at the wild land/urban i

grams and facilities, recreational
opportunities and spaces and health services f% upty residents.

Applicant states that an addition of our house would help the prevention of fire
because | would be able to clean the property of dead bush and trees. This addition
would also improve development in tl@grea as our home would be an improvement
to the parcel.

&
1

Staff believes that the proposed s e will likely not positively or negatively
affect the Cascade County’s citi ural lifestyle. The proposed parcel of land
is serviced by the Gore Hill Fire tment.
This application is consj t@the municipal and joint land use plans incorpor b@
the Growth Policy and{with ©perations in connection with the SUP shall not be moére
objectionable to nearb rties by reason of noise, fumes, vibrations, or flashin

lights, than woul% operation of any permitted use. x

Applicant stge @ addition of our home would help as it is addig/g to the
12-acre parc dy designated as residential.

Staff @the application will likely not have a negative i @m municipal or
joi % plans.

!owing motions are provided for the board’s conside

S S
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A. Alterative 1: Move the Sp
at 391 Flood Rd, Great Falls, W

proposing denial must de
Or
B. Alternative 2: ve thie Board adopt the staff report and approve the Special Us
Permit to allow ement of a 2" dwelling at 391 Flood Rd, Great Falls,
parcel # 0002373820 subject to the following conditions:
1. The ap%obtains any other required county, state, or federal and
comp regulations associated with any other permits. &
2. Ap% btains address from Cascade County Public Works /% Mapping
ressing for E911 purposes
3 @ant obtains approval for septic permit from City- Ith
@partment to install septic system %
%g; estions: @%

B i@ stin asked when the current home was built.

wna’Weber replied the 1940's
Skawinski asked where the second home woul @. Rob stated that he drives
ass this property daily and the Baileys have done a t clearing debris and general

cleanup. Q
QQ Anna Weber pointed to the location on the map;

atcel # 0002373820, be denied due to (ZBOA member

o7
UsePermit to allow the placement of a 2™ dwelling @ ; )

gal reason that the application be denied); Q

Applicant was unavailable for questions due to a family emergency.
Public Hearing opened at 9:18 am Q

Proponents: none

Opponents: none

Public Hearing closed at 9:19 am

Discussion and Decision @@

Len Reed motioned to adopt@ta eport and approve the Special Use Permit to allo
the placement of a 2"¢ Il 391 Flood Rd, Great Falls, MT, parcel # 0002373
subject to the followingiconditions:

1. The applicant.gbtains any other required county, state, or federal permi

comply‘with regulations associated with any other permits.
2. Applica ins address from Cascade County Public Works /

A =u E911 purposes Oy
3. Ap obtains approval for septic permit from City-County l\

ent to install septic system.
Rob S inski‘seconded the motion. &
All j otion passes 4-0 2@@

7
&
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ure poses a greater hazard to the neighboring propgtties
placed, and therefore is not contrary to public interest.

O

o7
Sandor Hopkins presented the ort. Summation is as follows: Cascade County g>@

Zoning Board of Adjustments i@ eceipt of a variance from Clayton and Jana Parsons, 3
24" St NW, Great Falls, { € Parsons are requesting a variance to reduce the si a
setback per the CCZ Regulatians, Sections 7.1.0.3 and 9.5.4.

The reduced 3-foo back would allow for a garage and carport slab to be pl at this
address which is gwned by Amy Parsons. The Parcel Number is 0002112600 Geo-

()
Code is 02-3%5-—08—0000, Legal Description is S4, T20N, R3E. Ther ial land

B. Public Hearing: —Parsons - Varianc

is zoned Urban déntial {UR) District, and the adjacent land is zoned th and is
0.344-acres
< <
Spem%ation %‘%
1. E;%nh.l.os {1) of the Cascade County Zoning Regulations p@% e following required
= ks for side yards in Residential Districts:
QSide Yard, The side yard width shall not be less than s eet. |
e following definition is taken from the Cascade Coun ing Regulations:
IANCE
variance is a relaxation of the terms of these regulati here such variance will not be
contrary to the public interest and where, owin ons peculiar to the property and
not the result of the actions of the applicant, a@al enforcement of the regulations would

result in unnecessary and undue hardship. As used in these regulations, a variance is

authorized only for height, area, and size of structure, size of yards and open spaces,

signage, landscaping, or as otherwise specifically provided for in these regulations. QQ

Establishment or expansion of a use otherwise prohibited shall not be allowed by variance,

nor shall a variance be granted becaus the presence of non-conformities in the zoning

district or adjoining zoning districts

3. Section 9.5.4 of the Cascade o@t Zoning Regulations requires the concurring vote of@
three members of the Zoning Board of Adjustment in order to approve a variance @

request.
Analysis @
The applicant is re ariance to allow a side yard setback of 3 feet.

estin
(1) The variance%contrary to the public interest. x
The Applicant responded: Garage siab and carport slab have deteriorated to point
0 omised the structure and rendered it hazardous aagl ue.
Fucture will not negatively affect neighbor’s structur§% do

ning setback requirements. o

%ructu re is both

tebndition, the
an if it were to be

ng the site, Staff agrees that the current conditi
s and unusable and warrants replacement. Inits ¢

N
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(2) A literal enforcement woul
unique to the property.

o>
A

possible because of foca of septic tank and drainfield, cistern, and well pu

7
It in‘an unnecessary hardship, owing to conditions @ ; )

The Applicant Respondeq :@t haekcannot conform to current zoning regulations be a@}?
6’ setback from property lirie’is not available. Relocating garage in back yard i"s@
hou

The current garage, tarport, and back yard access door fit squarely between thefence line
and the house. Staff-feels that in order to retain the existing square footage o
structure for@t (o/¢argarage, in line with other residences in the neigh@r @

variance is req d-t6 maintain the integrity of the property. %
(3) Th 'v@his Section would be observed and substantial j @e by granting
the %

licant Responded: We’d like to rebuild the garage B y:50 that it's usable
2 that it’s in line with neighboring properties 2-car garages. gnd maintains current
perty improvements. Strictly adhering to current regu would not allow us to

do' those things. @
Staff feels that the replacement of an existing non ming use is a merited use of

Q the variance process. A hazardous structure replaced by a new structure and the
v@%em

<

property’s structures and uses will effecti unchanged
Motions:
The following motions are provided for ’(@ Board’s consideration:
1. the variance to allow for a side y@i setback of three (3) feet for a replacement garage
be denied,
or
2. the variance to allow for a rd setback of three (3) feet for a replacement garage
be approved subject to the ing condition:
a. The applicant wiI mpliance with all County, State or Federal permits @

ith construction on the subject property. @

Board Questions/Commen
None \
Applicant: JS, 300 24" Street NW was available for question@q @

Rob Skawin d if the attached letter was from the next-door nei
lied yes.

R0O353793 04/16/2018 11:49:04 AM Total Pages: 14
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Discussion and Decision @ ) )

Charles Kuether moticned to ap e variance to allow for a side yard setback of three (3)
feet for a replacement garage@ the following condition:

a. The applicant will eristire liance with all County, State or Federal permits pri
commencing with@tion on the subject property. @
Rob Skawinski second motion.
All in Favor, Mot%asses 4-0 %
@ o0
C. Public Hearin der River Development — Height Variance %

Sandor Hopkins \efsented the Staff Report. Summation is as follows: i* County

5 863 djustments is in receipt of a variance from Pow i Dévelopment
Wooddale Ave., Eagle, ID. Powder River Develo %lces is requesting
» allow an additional height extension on an existin n>conforming cell-tower

\ GZ Regulations, Sections 8.8, 9.5, and 16.1.
allow the cell tower to be extended at 4300 2" Avenu 59 T20N, R4E, owned by
Acquisition Partners Il LLC, PO Box 723597, Atla e Parcel Number is
02622350, and the Geo-Code is 02-3016-09-2-05-13> y'Legal Description S9, T20N,
R4E. The existing zoning is Commercial (C) Distr% surroundmg zoning being

Multi-Family {Great Falls R-6}, and Commerual@ hreeSides. Currently the 0.057-acres of
land is being used for a cell tower.

Special Information QQ
Section 8.8 (1) of the Cascade County Zoniig Regulations provides the following required
setbacks for tower and studio facilities:
(2)...; the setback to property botndaries for all other tower/antenna structures must
be the height of the towerp @ nty (20) feet {example: a 100-foot tall tower must @
be 120 feet from all property.baundaries).
Section 16.1 of the Casc CZoning Regulations provides the following heig @

restrictions:

16.1 MAFB RUNWAY AREA; following height limits are based on the elevation of
helicopter runway %mstmm (3,526 ft.} which is based on the North Amerl%mcal
Datum of 1988 (NAVD

MOD-C (Inne:{H il Surface); No structures greater than 150 feet @% Any

proposed str exceeding the above heights will require the approv
the Zoni @;o Adjustment. A copy of the application will be sent t
review %@ ents. Any comments or recommended mitigatio

Zoni, f Adjustment to consider with their decision. If n

with rking days, it will be determined Malmstrom’s revie

t Qits. A height variance may only be denied due to a con 5
that cannot be mitigated to the Military’s satisfaction
@‘ollowmg definition for a Variance is taken from the County Zoning Regulations:

S

R0353793 04/16/2018 11:49:04 AM Total Pages: 14

s are received
ff had no
ressed by the US




of these regulations where such variance will not be
e, owing to conditions peculiar to the property and

A variance is a relaxation of the rrg;xé
contrary to the public interest anu

n i
authorized only for height, a and size of structure, size of yards and open spaces
signage, landscaping, ¢ erwise specifically provided for in these regulations.
Establishment or nsion of a use otherwise prohibited shall not be allowed ariance,
nor shall a variance-h nted because of the presence of non-conformities i %ning
district or ad,'@'n 'ng districts. &

Section 9.5. %Cascade County Zoning Regulations requires the ¢ % vote of
the Zoning Board of Adjustment in order to ap ance request.
he-applicant is requesting a variance to allow a fifteen {15) foe nsion to be added to
aing telecommunications tower, from 110 feet to 125
@ The variance is not contrary to the public interest
e Applicant responded: This variance request woul
because we are asking to extend the height of a ]

QQ order for this existing tower to feasibly hold the@ diti
will help the public and expand their network capability.

of a cell carrier, which in return

Staff believes the variance will not be @ary to the public interest. The tower is already
in place, and provides a valuable resource to the general public. The extension will create
more competition in the telecommunications industry and will only be an extension
comparable to 13.6% of the existin re.

(2) A literal enforcement wo
unique to the property.
The Applicant Responded: A literal enforcement of regulations would result in an
unnecessary hardship be€ause the location of this property is already not meeting @
setback requirements fo communication facility. Extending the height of this o
allow room for an itional cell carrier would avoid the need for a completel tower
to be built, saving time;, money and the land. The addition of a carrier onto a ]

tower would bg!neral public in relation to the cell coverage in thgyr

avoiding the e % of a new tower going up. %
Q . @ot meet the

acks under the current version of the County’s zo ' 3
relocating this structure would be impractical and détrimgntal to existing
nications services. Allowing this structure to be exte 3
ses would eliminate the need for an additional tower t @cnstructed in the area

t in an unnecessary hardship, owing to conditions

1
& S
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the variance.

The Applicant Responded: Th@o be multiple positive aspects created from grantin@
this variance request. As stat ore, extending the height of this already existing cellu Q
communication facility would allow an additional cell carrier to locate on the tower.(The
addition of a new cell ¢ to this existing tower would help the community by

expanding their ce%age, while avoiding a completely new tower to be b%

Staff believesth antial justice would be done by granting the vari
non-conformi ould be expanded, however would do so in a way t \

minimal visyaldisturbance and preserve other areas of land from furth opment.

iti ) graphic maps indicate the base of the structure T'elevation of
sits in the MOD-C (Inner Horizontal Surface) are hHe Malmstrom Air
unway. County Regulations in Section 16.1 state t o-styucture in this zone
1d above 150 feet from the height of the runway, decla t 3,526 feet. 3466 +

91, less than the restricted height of 3526 + 150 = 36 et. Given the proximity
i strom Air Force Base

(3) The spirit of this Section wou, rved and substantial justice done by granting
(HF

Motions:
The following motions are provided for the Bo consideration:
1. the variance to allow for a height extension (15 feet} of an existing telecommunications tower

be denied,
or
2. the variance to allow for a height exte
telecommunications tower be approved

O
on {15 feet) operation of an existing Q
ubject to the following condition:
a. the applicant will ensure complija th all County, State or Federal permits prior to %
commencing with constructior @t esubject property. @
e tower been there. @
001.

Applicant Repres%e: Jonathan Schmitt, 441 Tammany Ln, Hamilton, M s
available for questjon

Bill Austin ask the additional height and ---- O @
Jon Schmitt ed yes, adding a RAD center with a collar adding for t@ , which
r.

Bill Austin asked how |
Sandor Hopkins replie

would dditional carriers to be added, including a fourth car
if the wind affects the current tower %

Jo itt.replied yes, it has to be within certain (RevG) sta % ut 115 mph.

Ro% ski asked how many carriers are there currently. '%

.@ itt replied two main with a third smaller for emerg@x vices?.

Hearing opened at 9:37 am
ponents: none

pponents: none @
1@@
Q
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Public Hearing closed at 9:38 a@ ; ) @ §>

Discussion and Decision Q
Rob Skawinski motione a the variance to allow for a height extension (15 fe

operation of an existing felecommunications tower subject to the following condition:
a. the applicant will compliance with all County, State or Federal permits pri

commencingwith construction on the subject property.
Charles Kuether sec d the motion.
Allin Favor@/l sses 4-0 & @
5. OLD BUSINE@ %

None O% O%
6. PUB C MENTS REGARDING MATTERS WITHIN THE ZONIN %ﬁ? OF

ADJU NTS JURISDICTION:

Note) ©

D MATTERS: @
ex Dachs asked if the members would be available A 42018 for a meeting. All

bers agreed.
Q mem Q
O

| Charles Kuether wanted to know if the Board members could do their own fact findings {or
executive sessions). His reason being some of the more controversial applications that

come in front of this Board. In addition @ wanted to know if the Board, in making some of Q
these tougher decisions, could take a b%f recess and go into another room to review an Q

item on the agenda.
Bill Austin said he believes that itis e Board’s scope of duties, that is what the staff
is for. Bill stated that if the Board \@5 t ke the discussion into another room, it would @

defeat the public meeting.

Len Reed said that he believe@f hve Board is having trouble deciding, it needs to be @
tabled for a variety of re 5

Rob Skawinski added th@derstands both Charles and Bill's views on this mat@
Alex Dachs added that th ws would need to be checked and amended if need b

It was decided that ando Terrones would research this and advise the Boa

. ADJOURNMEIXJ:

o @
Len Reed moticﬁé}d te’ adjourn. %
Rob Skawin s nded motion.
AllinF on passed. Meeting adjourned at 10:00 am <

S
o)
>

$
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